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1.1 . (S)  Ministry  of  External  Affairs  (MEA)  Director  for 
Disarmament  and  International  Security  Af fairs (DISA)  Gaddam 
Dharmendra  told  Poloff  January  6 in  response  to  reftel 
demarche  that  the  appropriate  Indian  agencies  were  aware  of 
reports  that  Syria  was  attempting  to  acquire  dual-use 
chemical  weapons  equipment  through  two  Indian  companies. 

Dharmendra  said  that  the  two  Indian  firms,  Goel  Scientific 
Glass  Works  and  Garg  Scientific  Glass  Industries,  had  not  yet 
applied  for  export  licenses.  Until  they  did,  the  issue 
remained  an  intelligence  matter  and  MEA  would  not  be  in  a 
position  to  approach  the  companies.  Nevertheless,  Dharmendra 
confirmed  that  MEA  was  "doing  its  homework"  about  its  legal 
authorities  to  respond,  and  that  in  the  mean  time,  "Your 
agencies  are  in  touch  with  our  agencies." 

1.2.  (S)  Dharmendra  acknowledged  India's  obligations  under  the 
Chemical  Weapons  Convention  (CWC),  but  shared  that  the 
situation  was  complicated  by  the  fact  that  the  Syrian 
Scientific  Research  Council  (SSRC)  was  a government  entity 
and  that  Syria  was  not  a CWC  signatory.  He  said  the 
equipment  sought  was  dual-use  and  that  he  did  not  yet  know 
whether  Syria  had  procured  end  use  certificates.  Dharmendra 
suggested  that  MEA  would  find  it  helpful  to  receive  further 
background  information  about  SSRC.  If  Syria  were  to  secure 
end  use  certificates  for  the  equipment,  information 
suggesting  the  likelihood  of  diversion  would  strengthen 
India's  case  for  preventing  such  a transfer  to  a sovereign 
entity.  (Comment:  It  is  possible  that  information  that  may 
have  been  shared  with  other  Indian  agencies  about  SSRC  has 
not  reached  MEA. ) Dharmendra  also  observed  that  the  Iran, 

North  Korea,  Syria  Nonproliferation  Act  was  U.S.  law  and  that 
the  CWC  applied  to  signatories,  but  he  asked  whether  Syria  — 
as  a non-signatory  of  the  CWC  — had  any  obligations 
regarding  chemical  weapons,  for  instance,  through  UN 
resolutions,  that  India  could  invoke. 

13.  (S)  COMMENT:  Dharmendra  was  clear  that  India's 

intelligence  agencies  were  aware  of  the  issue  and  that  MEA 
did  not  yet  have  a formal  role  to  play.  For  the  moment,  he 
seemed  to  be  thinking  in  terms  of  diplomatic  means  of 
dissuading  Syria  from  seeking  the  equipment  rather  than 
directly  preventing  the  companies  from  providing  it. 

However,  he  allowed  that  MEA  could  become  involved  directly 
with  the  companies  once  MEA  received  a license  request.  He 
shared  that  in  previous  such  cases,  companies  generally 


responded  favorably  to  MEA's  efforts  to  quietly  warn  them 
away  from  such  transactions.  END  COMMENT. 
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